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Anſwer d by his FRIEND. | 


Honoured. S IR, 

Read your Letter touching the 
Doctrine of the Bleſſed Tri- 
nity, you were pleas'd to ſend 
me, with a great deal of At- 
tention and Satisfaction; and 

thereupon went to viſit a Neighbour 
of mine, one that is reputed a modeſt 


N. &. r 


but one that is alſo- repu- 
ted an Yiitarian or Socinian. Flhew'd' 

your Letter, and made no que-- 
ſtion, but it would Convince him, as 
it had done me, that they 
ed the Father, the Son, and the 


Ghoſt, Three _ 'Perſons' ET. 
each 


who deni- 


8 wi 


— rm A INOS I onnwg es 


—— 2 . Roos » 
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Learning and Piety, ſhould be guil- 
ty of ſo much uncharicable raſtmeſt 
againſt a Party of Men, which even 
ſome of their Adverſaries being Judg- 
es, are both Learned and Pious 


cho 
andclear;Armiburevof God (the 

and Father of our Lord Jeſus) his U- 
nity 3; What ( faith he to me, with a 
moſt compaſſionate Concern ) ſhould. 
make. them themſelves to all 
manner of Obloquy, Reproach, and 
Deteſtation of almoſt all that go un- 
der the Name of Chriſtians, in theſe 
Parts, to the utmoſt of Injuries and 
Perſecutions, the loſs of their Imploy- 
ments, Eſtates, Liberties, Countries, 
and ſome of them of Life it ſelſ, by 
the violant Death of Haretichs? Nei- 


Erroneous, If it. were not 


ther dackey thus from an Enthuſiaſtic 
Heat. nor, yet upam the: accent of 
ſome: indifferent, or nent to indiffe- 
rent things in the Warſhip-and Niſci · 


(2) 


Fat 
in the Holy 


Tea for ane off the great 


pline of the Church; it's no leſs than 
the Incommunicable Nature of the 
only - Potentate, King of Ki and 
Lord of Lords, that they ſuffer for ; 
hoping for their Reward through the 

ue rait feveaſed by 


7 


rity whereof none have maintained 
with ſtronger Reaſonings, nor are 
more diligent in ſearching out che 
true Senſe of them, nor are more 
ready to ſubmit to their Dictates. He 
ſaid moreover, That it was too com- 
mon, for even Learned Men to charge 


* the Unitatians, under the Name of 
) Sem, with ſuch Sayings as their 


Adverſaries charge them with by 
Conſequences, without reading 
their Books. Nay, iu is well known 


1 


2 Orjod, that one in an AR 


there, diſputing for his Degree in Di- 
vinity, took a Theſis to maintain, to 
the very ſame purpoſe wich that 
which your Friend avers againſt the 
Socixi ans, but his Learned Opponent 
E Wr their _ 2 ſo bafſie 
im chat it appeared the Reſpondeaic 
nog fend dem ; but took Nis | 
Teſtimonies from their Adverſa- 
ries. I would fain think otherwiſe of 
Dr. Vallis; but he gives me here too 
much cauſe to ſuſpect him; I will 
appeal to you (ſaith he) whether he 
does not. 

Then he ferch'd me Secinus de Au- 
thoritate S. Script. and read in pag. 16. 
uod enim ad Rationes attinet, hes 
nimis fallax via eſt in re que ex Di- 
ina pateſaFione pendeat', qualis eſt 
Chriſtiana Religio; For as to Rea- 
“ ſons, this-is too failible a way im a 
Matter which depends on Divine 
4 Revelarions, ſuch as Chriſtian Reli- 
<< gromis.. Next he brought Sclichtin- 
eius, anocher eminent Writer that 

followed 


83 


© Mind can doubt of the Senſe of 
c“ them, then he grants it 3 and that 
cc chiefly, becauſe it is moſt certain, 
“ That the Scripture contains nothing 
« that is repugnant to maniſeſs Reaſon, 
« or that implies a real Contradicti- 
* on: Burt if i treat of obſcure Mat · 
© ters, every one ſees that ir can- 
c not be derermin'd withour Reaſon, 
c which yet is nor to be fetch'd in, as 
8 — could 9 
c affirming or denying any thing, bu 
© only to declare, Siedler ken 2a 
<« thing be contained in Scriprare, or 
« nor? If. it r to be comain'd 
in it, wharſoever Reaſon may ſtill 


& fay in Contradi&ion, it muſt of ne- 


. © ceflity be deceived. This, ſays my 
Gentleman, is a clear Account of the 
Socinians Judgment in this Point, and 
is a direct Confuration of what you 
have read me out of your Doctor's 
Letter. He added yet another of 
their great Men, Smalcius contr. Frant. 
Diſp. 4. p. 137. Nulla enim oft Chri- 
& ſtiane Religionis part icula, &c. There 
6 js not the leaſt part of Chriſtian 
« Religion, - which doth not accord 
« wich Reaſon, and that Opinion, 
« which doth not agree with Reaſon, 
“ can have no place in Divinity. As 
<« a ſmall Light to a great one, ſo Rea- 
* fon is not contrary to Holy —_ 
„ture. Let Frantzius, or any body 
<« ele, tells us of any one Sentence of 
« Holy Scripture that is repugnant to 


es 


and 
« foly Seri hath wav 
* — . and therein highly 
« commends it ſelf, bat nothing w 
is contrary to Reaſon. Of theſe two 


Charge 
85 


took to notice 


but 
of the Quotations in the Margin, And 
if he were par tot, to maintain his 


it himſelf no better than 
the Candidate in Divinity I told you 


e was much concerned at the In- 


whole Bible, that fj clearly of 
the moſt High God, ſpeak of him as 
One fingle Perſon, except only rwo 
or three obſcure Paſſages in Genes? 
Neither can we have any Idea or 
— 94 of God, but Perſon is in- 
cluded in it, taking Perſon for an in, 
telligent Being; ſo that all plain at 
clear Scriptures militate for them = 
A 2 . 
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and the .Trinitavians,, or thoſe, that 
fay there are Three Perſons in God, 
or that Three Perſons art all one God, 
as. your Doctor ſays, have no Scrip- 
rures left, but choſe that are obſchre. 
And that they are obſcure, appears 
clearly by this; That there is ſcarce 
one Text alledged, by them, which 
is not otherwiſe expounded, and in 
conſiſtency with the Unity of the Per- 
ſon of God by their Writers. You 
may ſee a great number of theſe 
Texts and Expoſitions, in a Book 
entiruled, Scriptara S. Trin. Revelatrix, 
under the Name of Cingallus. 

Your Doctor . he) names 


- but two Texts, for he takes his Opi- 


nion for ted, as ſufficiently pro- 
ved by 5 His firſt N is, 
K e, 5. 7. There are Three that bear 

itneſs in Heaven, the Father, the 
Word, and the Holy Ghoſt, and thiſe 
Three are One, One would expect 
now that the Learned Doctor, na- 
ming but two Texts, ſhould cull out 
thoſe that were ſtrongeſt for his pur- 

ſez and yet this Text is ſo far from 
Peine clear and ſtrong, That, 1. it 
has not the Aube a other Scrip- 
tures have; for it appears not in the 
moſt ancient Copies of the Greek, 
nor in the Smack, nor Arabich, 
nor Ethiepick, nor Armezian Bibles, 
nor in the moſt eminent Latin Bibles, 
Tis not urged by the Fathers in 
their Diſpures about this Queſtion, 
It's wholly rejected by ſome, and 
counted doubtful by almoſt all Lear- 
ned Men, You:may fee (faith he) in 
Dr. Bizrnet, Biſhop of Salwbury, his ſe- 
cond Letrer in his Travels, how va- 
riouſly and uncertainly that Text ap- 
pears in Ancient Manuſcripts. Here 
my Neighbour crav'd my Pardon, 
went to his Cloſer, and preſently 
brought me a Greek. Teſtament, 


printed at Stratbug by Wolfins' Cr. 
hal æu, Amo 15 24. in the begin- 


ning of the Reformation, wherein 


this Verſe is wanting. But, 20, al- 
lowing it to be Authentick, yet the 


moſt Learned, even of the Tiinita- 


rians, underſtand it not thus, Th!/e 
Three t One Gb1, .but Theſe Three 
are Ont in Teſtimony, or agree ih 
Teſtimony. See Baaa, Vatablus, Cal- 
win, Eraſuus, the Engliſn Gezeva 
Notes. As for his other Text, 
Matth. 28. 19. I refer you to Tb 
Brief  Hiftory of the Umtarians, *&c. 
in four Letters, whereof he gave me 
a Copy. Only I defire you (ſays he 
to conſider how clear a Proof this 
Text is, which muſt run thus : Wo 
are Baptized in ¶ or into] the Name 
of the Father, and of the Son, and of 
the Holy Ghoſt ;- Therefore theſe Three 
Perſons are One God, and each of them 
by himſelf God. As if the Hraelites, 


by being Baptized into Moſes, and 


believing in the Lord, and in Moſes 
his Servant, (ſo Marg. Exod. 14. 31.) 
did acknowledg Moſes ro, be a per- 
ſon of the moſt high God, though he 
was indeed, in ſome ſenſe, a God to 
them; for he was ſo to Aaron their 
High Prieſt: for thus it is read in 
the Margin of che . Engliſh Bible, 
printed in 1660. He ſhall be to thee 
a Mouth, and thou ſhalt be to bim a 
God, Exod. 4. 16. You may ſee the He- 
brew ſo render'd, Jer. 3 1. 33. and the 
Greek, Heb.8.10. 

I muſt confeſs to you, Sir, I could 
not tell what to oppoſe to this Argu- 
ment of his, which ſhew'd the ob- 
ſcurity of our Texts; and he now 
made a Pauſe, and expected my An- 
ſwer: Wherefore to divert him from 
taking notice of my Convictions, I aſ- 
ked him if he had any other Argu- 
ment to prove that Obſcurity ? He an- 

ſwered, 


3 " 
n 
1 


8 


ſwered, Yes : And that alſo is taken 
( faith he) from our Adverſaries the 


Trinitarians, I mean, the Romaniſts : 
For they are told by Mr. Chilling- 
worth, (the Glory of Engliſh Pro- 
reſtants )- and fince that by Dr. Tenni- 
ſon, in his words, thus: For Scrip- 
ture, your Men deny very plainly 
and frequently, that this Doctrine of 
the Trinity, can be proved by it. 
See, if you pleaſe, this plainly taught, 
« andurged very earneſtly by Cardi- 


* nal Hoſizs. de Author. S. Script. I. 3. 


« 5. 533. by Gordoxi us Huntlæus contr. 
4 Tom. 1. Controv. 1. de Verbo Dei, 
« g. 19. by Gretſerus and Tannerus in 
« Colloquio Ratisbon; and alſo by Vega, 
“ Poſſevin, Witkus, and others. Now 
it is to be obſerved, That theſe Lear- 
ned Men, _— Bellarmine, and 
Wiekus after him, have urged all the 
Scriptures they could, with their ut- 
moſt induſtry, find out in this Cauſe, 
and yer, after all, they acknowledg 
their Inſufficiency and Obſcurity 3 
whereby they give a clear Teſti- 


mony to the Doctrine of God's 


being One Perſon; which to deny, 
were even to deny the whole Bi- 
ble. F 
But befides the current of all 
Scriptures on our fide, we have ma- 
ny clear Texts that prove the Fa- 
ther only to be God, I'll name but 
two: Cur Lord himſelf profeſſes in 


his ſolemn Prayer to his Father, in 


the preſence of his Diſciples, ſaying, 
This is Eternal Life, that they might 
know thee the only true God, and Jeſus 
Chriſt whom thou baft Jent, John 19. 3. 
And the Apoſtle St. Paul ſays, in op- 
poſition to Gods many, and Lords 
many, But to us there is but One God, 
the Father, of whom are all things, and 
we in him; and ont Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
by whom are all things, and we by 


him, 1 Cor. 8. 6. Can any words 
be more expreſs to prove that there 
is but One true God, and One per- 
ſon of that One God, ro wit, the 
Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
who is oppos d to him by his Names, 
Relations, and Characters? Again, 
there be a multitude of Texts that 
deny thoſe things of Chriſt, which 
cannot be denied of God; and that 
affirm ſuch things of him that can - 
not agree to him, if he were a Per - 
ſon of God. In like manner of the 
Holy Ghoſt. Which of both ſorts 
you may find urg d and defended in 


the two Books of Jobs Crellius, 


touching One God the Father; and 
abridg'd in Wolzogenius's Præparatio 
ad utilem Lectianem Lib. N. T. cap. 2, 
3, 4, 5. So alſo in your Brief Hiſtory, 
c. the firſt Letter. b 

I then defired to know of the 
Gentleman, what he could ſay to 
the Tradition of the Chriſtian 
Church; for you ſay, that Thar 

om the Time of Chriſt ana his Apo- 

les bitherto, as well before as” ſince; 
the Council of Nice bath ever held the 
Divinity of theſe three Perſons, and 
that theſe Three are but One God. 
This alſo you take for granted. He 
anſwered, 1. It is the Catholick Prin- 


ciple of all Proteſtants, that the Ho- 


ly Scriptures are a compleat Rule of 
Faith and Manners, and clear and 
plain in all things neceſſary. Now 
ſince this Doctrine of the Three Per- 
ſons in One God, is held a Funda- 
mental and Neceſſary Doctrine, it 
muſt conſequently be clear and plain 
to all honeſt Enquirers, which I clear-' 
ly ſee ir is not, therefore I can ſatisfy - 
my ſelf concerning ir, withour an end. 
= Enquiry into the Fathers and Tra- 
ition. * 
2, I am ſure it has not been held 
in 


oppoſirion. 
I think that Circellæus has pro- 
. well as ing can be 


Perſons in Deity, and not of a 

numerical, as it is now taught, and 

the Chimerical 
unto. 

4. I wonder how Dr. Walls rec- 
kons the Chriſtian Church, fince he 
knows there were divers Avian 

ils, and one of them, that of 
Ariminuwwm, confiſted of 550 Biſhops, 
the moſt numerous Aſſembly of Bi- 
ſhops perhaps as ever was; except 
he accounts Aianrs for Trinitarians ; 
which if he do, then he cannor chuſe 
but reckon Mr. Biddis for one too 
for he Titles his Book, The Apoſtolical 


9 on concerning the Holy Tri- 
and aſfrted | 


s. According to what I have gi- 
ven my ſelf leave to read in t 
Controvertiſts of theſe Times con- 


cerning that Matter, I mean Curcelle- © 


xs and Mareſius, Sandins, and Gardner, 
and Bull, Petavius, Biddle, Eſtwich, 
and Le Clerk ; I reckon Circeilæus, Bid- 
dle, and Le Clerb ro be the more 
free and ingemuous Writers, and 
therefore more likely ro give a rrue 
Judgment concerning the Matters they 


uire of. 
"ow 6. I conclude my 
with that of the great 


Champion Chillingworth, chap. 6. 2. 36. 
— < By the Religion of Proteſtants, 
« I do not underſtand the Doctrine 


udgment 


* of Lyther, or Caluin, or Melantthon ; 
© nor the Confeſſion of An or 


6) 


«< Genevd, nor the Catechiſm of Aridet- 
hurgb, nor the Arricles of the Church 


« wherein they all agree, and which 
« they all Subſcribe wich a greater 
* Harmony, as a perfect Rule of their 
« Faith and Actions, that is, the B I- 
ah gde Religion of Proceſtans? 
6 is ligion © $! 
« whatſoever elſe they believe, beides 
64 it, and the plain, irrefr in- 
& dubirable Conſequences of it, well 
“ may they hold it a a Matter of O- 
<< pinion, but as Marter of Faith and 
« Religion; neither can they, wich co- 
« herence to their own Grounds, be- 
c heve ir themſelves, nor require the 
« Belief of it of others, wirhour moſt 
<« high and moſt ſchiſmaricalPreſump- 
tion. I(for my part) after a long, 
* and as I verily believe and hope, 
* imparrial ſearch of the true Way to 
“ Erernal Happineſs, do profeſs plain- 
« ly, that I cannot find any reſt for the 
& ſole of my Foot, but upon this Rock 
« only. I ſee plainly, and with mine 
«< own Eyes, that there are Popes a- 
« painſt Popes, Councils againſt Coun- 
c cils,ſome Fathers againſt others, the 
« ſame Fathers againſt themſelves; a 
« Conſent of Fathers of one Ape, a- 
* gainſta Conſent of Fathers of ano- 
ther Age; the Church of one Age, 
« againſt the Church of another Age. 
—.——-< No Tradition, but only of 
« Scripture, can derive it ſelf from 
« the Fountain — In a word, there 
* js no ſufficient certainty but of 
« Scripture only, for any conſidering 
Man to build upon. I would nor 


have Dr. Waltz think to impoſe up- 


on us in this Reign of a Proteſtant 
King and Queen, the Doctrine of 
Tradition; he had better have done 
it in the late King's Time, then it 

would 


would have been acceptable to the 
__ 


urt. 
Sir, I hope (proereded my Neigh- 
bour } you be (po this time — 


ced how unjuſtly and unlike a Scho- 


lar che Doctor (pardon, I pray, my 
Reſentment) has drawn fo black an 
Indictment againſt the Socinians, 
upon falſe Grounds, taken for gran- 
ted by him to be true. I am aſha- 
med to read his words: Nor do the 


2 | 
ſolutely impoſſeble; and thereſore thi 
ray Par geo to put — 
en all places of Scripture 
ſoeuer they be, or can be) which 
prove or favour it, It's the contra- 
diction of that Doctrine to a Thou- 
ſand clear places: of Scri , 
which they infiſt upon, as I have 
ſhew'd re: But I will purſue it 
a little further. Will the Doctor 
_ 2 of — 
is ? is Opinion aſſerts it. 
will he then 
God, is not All- ſuffcient or Almigh- 
ey? If that One Perſon be All- 
ſufficient, i i 


— Godhead is plain Po- 
lytheiſm, and a. direct mradi - 
tion to the firſt Commandment of 


the Decalogue, and to all thoſe 
Texts that aſſert God to be One, 
and conſequently to thoſe Scrip- 
tures that ſpeak of God as One 
Perſon, which are withour number. 
No, they firſt devis'd an Opinion, 
which is contrary to the cleareſt 
Scriptures, and the moſt evident 
Reaſons, and then they would per- 


( bow clear 


That he who is 


rures 
their E quite 
out of 8, or 
ſo near out enn ſee 
nothing but Not- 
on, of One Perſon 
that is that * dan 
and Woman that 
is, they know One 
Perſon: thar is Two 
Perſons, each God : 
and from 
their 1 rrots, 
that . One God, 
and each One of them is chat God, 
they would eaſily ſee the Contra- 
dictions of it. And indeed the Com- 
mon People do worſhip God, fur 
8 
5 obliged 
the Athanefan Creed, in worſhip» 
ping One God, ro mind him as 
Three Perſons, that is, ro have in 
their Kind the Ides of One A 
mighty Perſon, w 
is One God I and in the 
ſame AR to Adore two other Per- 
ſons, each of which is as much God 
by himſelf, as the former. To wor- 
ſhip Three that are equal one to 
another, and at the ſame time, and 
in the ſame 3 
One. Bur the Common Pe 
wor N 


it 
1 


as Mediator, except they confound 
them with -expreſs Mention of Two 
other Perſons 3 and then they wor- 
ſhip expreſly Three Gods, as the 
Learned do always more ſubtilly. 
God Almighty, even the Father, 
knows, he has given us a Com- 
mandment, That we ſhould worſhip 
him as One, the only Wiſe, the only 
Good, the only True, the only Holy, the 
only Potentate, and none other as God 
beſides him; which Commandment is 
as eaſy to be known by all the People 
that have Reaſon enough to underſtand 
Numbers, the difference between 
One and more than One, as it is 
neceſſary to be obſerved; but is 
4mpoſtivle to be obſerved, becauſe 
impoſſible to be apprehended by the 
Common People, at leaſt, if the 4. 
thanaſian Doctrine be true Divinity. 
Hear, G Iſrael, the Lord our God is 
One Lord And, Thon ſhalt love the 
Lord thy God with all Thine Heart, 
with all thy Soul, and with all thy 
Aight, (Deut. 6. 4, 53. But how 
ſhall we do to love each of Three 
Perſons that are equal, with all our 
Hearts? All the poor Labourers, 
with their Wives, in the Country, 
and all the Tankard-bearers of Lon- 
don, muſt go to School to Dr. 
Wallis, and he will teach them Me- 
taphy ſicks and Mathematicks, and 
.xead a Lecture to them upon the 
Three Dimenſions, Long, Bread, 
and Tall, of One Cubt: They muſt 
love God the Father, who is the 
Length of the Cube, with all their 
Hearts, and then God the Son, who is 
the Breadth, with all their Hearts too, 
and God the Holy Ghoſt in the ſame 
manner too. | 

And if we meaſure this Cube 
with the Infallible Rule of Scrip- 
ture, we find that this Long Cube 


68) 


45 Father] ſent this Broad Cube 


not commenſurable wi 


the Son ] on a Meſſage, as far as 
rom Heaven to Earth, | Jobn 6. 38. 
and anon after ſent this tall or deep 
Cube ¶ the Holy Ghoſt ] after him, 
O Matth. 3.16. ] in the mean time 
he abode tn Heaven himſelf. More- 
over, this broad Cube des en is 
ch this long 

Cube the Father, neither Northward 
nor Southward, in Knowledg ( Mark 
13.32.) or Power, (John 14. 28.) 
In like manner this tall Cube ¶ the 
Holy Ghoſt} receives of this long 
and broad Cube. to make him taller 
and deeper, John 16. 14. 
I fancy the poor People would 
apprehend it better by ſuch a Re- 
ſemblance as this: Suppoſe one Wo- 
man (Mary) to be married to Three 
Men at once, Peter, Janes, and 
Jobn; I, Mary, taks thee Peter, James, 
and John to be my wedded Husband, 
&c. Here are indeed Three Per- 
ſons, but only One Husband; the 
Husbandhood is but One, though 
the Perſons are Three, each of 
which is Husband to Mary, and 
Mary is obliged, by the Contract of 
Marriage, to pay Conjugal Affecti- 
on and Duty to each of them. 
Methinks this is a more familiar pa- 
rallel than that of a Cube. I do 
the rather make uſe. of this Simi- 
litude, becauſe the Learned and Fa- 
mous Dr. Sherlock, in his Vindica- 
tion of the Doctrine of the Bleſſed 
Trinity, tells us, We muſt allow 
« the Divine Perſons to be real ſub- 
“4 ſtantial Beings, Pag. 47. And in 
Pag. 67. he ſaith, The Father —— 
<« feels himſelf to be the Father, and 
© not the Son, nor the Holy Ghoſt: 
«© The Son in like manner feels 
& himſelf to be the Son, and not 
the Father nor. Holy Ghoſt; _ 


e ſeek hi to be Fames, and not 
& Peter nor Fobn, which proves them 


Wallis may fee that his Notions con- 
cerning the Trinity are old faſhion'd, 


s are of che new Mode. 


Dr 
But if he deſires to have his Re- 


Here I did confeſs indeed that 
Dr. Sherloch's Explanation of the Di- 
ſtinction of Perſons was far more clear 


8 
— 


thoſe Senſes did not make St. Fobs 


write "Nonſenſe 3 and if by Fleſh could 


For, 1. The Ancient Orthodox 
Senſe, at the Council of Mice, and af- 
rerwards for ſome Centuries, was this: 


P 


dc wich God his Father, and the Son 


But if they be tied to take the terms 


2 75 


; thr on 


fically, . as Petey and Paul are of che 
was rejected by the Schoolmen, as in- 
trodueing two Gods. And the Modern 
Orthodox underſtand it thus: © In 
the beginning before all Worlds, or 
ce from Eternity, the Son Aa diſtin 
* Perſon did exiſt, and that Son was 


* was that God with 


whom he mas 


and ſent into the World, was far more 
B defer» 
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deſervediy called the Son of God, and 
God, then thoſe among the Jews to 


whom the Word of God came, wo 


yet mm called Gods, (John 10. 35, 
36.) 

to Manoch, ( Fudg. 13. 22.) And the 
Eyangeliſt having ſaid in Verſ. 12. that 


this true Light, as well as Word, or 
Light. Bringer, gave Power to thoſe 
that believed in him to be the Sons of 


God, he ſays in Ferſ. 14. that He, the 


Word, was himſelf, as well as they, 


à Mortal and Frail Man. 


The Senſe of Paul Biſhop of Autioch 


Att. 26 2. (as Ihave read ſomewhere in 


Melancthon) and the Senſe of ſome in 


our Days was, That this term Begin- 
ning, muſt be taken for the beginning 
of the World; and the term The Word, 
being the Subje& of the Hiſtory-in the 
"yy Front of it, muſt be taken pro- 
perly, and by way of eminence, for 


the Goſpel Word. But a Word, ac- 
cording. to Ariſtotle, being twofold, 
Internal in the Mind, and External in 
the Speech, the Word hete ſpoken of, 


muſt mean the Internal Word of God 
by way of excellence, that is, the 
Goſpel Decree, as it is taken alſo in 
Titus 1. 3. where the Apoſtle Paul, 


having mentioned the Truth which is 
alter Godlineſs, in hope of Eternal 


Life, goes on and ſays, _ which God, 


that cannot lye, promiſed ¶ decreed to 


romiſe, or in purpoſe promiſed} be- 
one the World began: hath in due time 
manifeſted bis Word - [ 7 abgov dur, 


through preaching. is Word was 


with or in God, not yet manifeſted : . 
and the Word was God; here God being 
the Predicate, muſt haye ſuch a Senſe 

as can agree to the Subject Mora, either 


moſt Divine, as Spirit for Spiritual, 
John 6. 63. and the very term Gaa, 
Gal. 1. 10. for the Doctrine of the 


r than that Angel who appeared 


or Preacher of the 


Caſpel, and in the 18th. Verſe of this... 


Chapter, Jahn 1. in the ſame Senſc; 
or as Grotius WYuld have it, for the 
Word of God: but the former Senſe 
ſeems far better: All chings were 
made by it, to wit, as a Rule or chief 
Deſign. According to this Expoſiti- 
on, the Word muſt not be taken for a 
Perſon in the firſt five verſes, nor till 
the Eyangeliſt had ſaid in the ſtuth 
and ſeventh Verſes, That the Baptiſt 
being a Man ſent of God, was not the 
Light which was in the Word men- 
tion d, that is, was not the . , 
ightz for that 
muſt be. the Senſe, when a Man. is 
ſaid to be, or nor to be the Light. 
But that which is denied of Zoby, 
is affirmed of another, to whom he 
bare Witneſs, and that was Jeſus, . 
as. appears: afterwards, . He was the 
true Light, that is, Light-Bringer, . 
which coming into the World, en- 


lightneth every Man. And now 


having laid a ſufficient Ground for 
taking the Zight,, in an improper .- 
Senſe, for Light-Bringer, his meage 
ing cannot eaſily be miſtaken, when. 
in the fourteemch Verſe, he calls 
che ſame Man The lord, that is, 
the perſonal Word, or Great Goſpel- -. 
Prophet, and ſays, That The Word - 
was, was made, or was born Fleſn; 
that is, a Frail and Mortal Man, 
1 rs ä ſo the. 
or % does always ſignif: 
5 ek 


exiſt before he was bprn,. no more 
than that Phraſe in 01 Cor. 13. 43. 
The firſt Man Adam was-made a lim © 
ving Soul, proves or implies that 
Adam did pre-exiſt before he Was 
made a living Soul. 545 


* 
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Here, Sir, I interpoſed, and told 
my Gentleman, That this Expoſition 
ſeem'd very uncouth and ſtrange; I 
had never heard of it before, and 
therefore it was not eaſy for me to 
apprehend it, much more to receive 
it. He readily conſented to what 1 
faid ; and added, That it's a thing 
-which makes- Unitarian Interpretati- 
ons ſeem forc'd and unnatural, namely, 
becauſe we have imbib'd frem our 
Youth, and even from our Catechiſms, 
-contrary Expoſitions : But if they 
were both propos'd to one that had 
never heard of either of em before, 
he was perſwaded the Trinitarian Ex- 
poſitions would ſeem far more harſh 
and forc'd, nay, contradictious and ab- 
ſurd. For, to inſtance in this very 
Text of John, what un- prejudiced 
Man could ever imagine that this 
Text ſhould be the Ground of the 
Doctrine of Two Perſons in God, 
when nothing is more clear in Scrip- 
ture and Reaſon, than the Unity 
of God, which neceſſarily implies the 
Unity of his Perſon. I have been the 
larger in ſetting out this Expoſition 
2 he) becauſe I knew it would be 
difficult for you to apprehend it. 

There is yet another Expoſition 
of this Scripture, which is derived 
from the Great Grotius, and may 
be found in the Brief Hiſtory of 
the Unitarians, which I ſpoke ot. 
But I think I have faid enough to 
convince any Man that is not ex- 
treamly prejudic'd, that this is an 
obſcure Scripture: For as every one 
of theſe Senſes finds ſome ſpecious 
Grounds in the Text, ſo never a 
one of them can clearly anſwer all 
the Objections that are levied a- 
gainſt them, and that of the Fi- 
nitœiaus leaſt of all: Therefore 
your Doctor writes, either unlike 


3 - 


a Divine, or like a Cenforious, 1 
will not ſay Malicious Perſon: ; 


Word was God, and The Word was 
made Fleſh ;' ſhall we fay, nor ſo, 
only becauſe we cannot tell How? 
As if theſe Sayings were ſo clear, 

that they admitted no Senſe hut 


his, which underſtands by The Hour 


an Erernally - pre-exiſting Perſon, 
whereas the term Ho Logos in Greek, 
which we tranſlate The Word, Speech, 
or os. Ay found (I ſuppoſe) forty 
times in the New ent im- 
perſonally for the Goſpel, or ſome 
Speech: It's Three and twenty times 
ſo uſed in this One Evangeliſt of St. 
Jahn, and for the moſt part oppos d to 
the Perſon of Chriſt; and on the other 
hand, there is not one Text, except 
this in 1 John 1. 14. where it can rea- 
ſonably fignify a Perſon, except we 
reckon that in x John g. 7. for one, 


and not to. have the Authority of o- 
in Rev. 19. 13. his Name is called, 


which I have. ſhew'd to be 


Author, than in the Senſe of Philo 

a Jew, or Plato a Heathen, So thar 
the Unitariazs have far the moſt 
reaſon to cry out of forc'd Inter- 
pretations, whereby to deprive God 
of an incommunicable Attribute, e- 


ven his Unity: And they defend 


theſe Interpretations with ſuch Di- 
ſtinctions, as are either not intelli- 


 .gible, or which infer abſurd Conſe- 


B 2 quences: 
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guences.:. Such are the Diſtinctions 
berween the Eſſence and the Divine 
Perfons 3 of the threefold manner of 
Exiſtence of God; of Circuminceſ- 
fron, or the mutual Penetration or 
mutual Inexiſtence of the Divine 
Perſons among themſelves 3 of God 
taken perſonally and eſſentially in 
Scripture; of the Name Father 
ſomerimes ſignifying the Father a- 


lone, ſometimes the Father, Son, 


and Holy Ghoſt; of the Eternal 
Generation, or God's Eternal beget- 
ting a Son equal to himſelf, and 
yer not another God; of rhe Divine 
Operations wichin and withour the 
Efſerce, wheree it is that the Internal 
are attributed to rhe Perſons diſtinctly, 


the Kxternal to them all Three, thou 


One only be named.; of the Incarna- 
tion, or God the Son not being made a 
Man, but joyning himſelf to a Man in 
an Hypoſtatical Union; hence of two 
Natures in One Perſon, of the Com- 
munication of Properties, whereby 
that which is ſpoken of Chriſt's 
Divine Nature, is underſtood to a- 
gree to him according to his Hu- 
mane Nature, and wice verſa - and 
many more confounding Diſtincti- 
ons they uſe, without which the 
Holy Scripcures cannot he underſtood 
in che Senſe of Thinitarians : but I am 
weary with reciting them. Here he 
broke off, and I roſe to take my leave 
of him. I cold him, as the truth is, 
That I had long taken the Doctrine of 
the Trinity for granted, and began but 
now to inquire into it, therefore could 
not readily reply ro thoſe things he had 
| urged, who, I perceived, was well 
vers d in the Point; bur I. would. fur- 


ther conſider it. He than d me much 


for my Friendly Viſit and Patience in 


hearing him, and hop'd to ſee me again 
ſhortly upon this Occaſion. 2 
Now, Sir, give me leave to tell you, 
that though I was much ſatisfied wich 
ous Letter, taking it for granted ycu 
given a true Repreſentation of the 
Socinians, yet finding by this Diſcourſe, 


it is far otherwiſe with chem, that 
they have as high a Veneration for the 


Holy Scripture as we, that they uſe 
their Reaſon no more chan reaſonable 
Men ought to do, viz, for the find- 
ing out the true Senſe of Scripture ; 
that they reje& the Doctrine of the 
Trinity, not only becauſe it's contrary 


to Reaſon, but more eſpecially be- 


cauſe it's contrary to moſt plain and 
clear Scriptures, as they conceive 3 


that they have no need of thoſe nice 


Diſtinctions that we are forc'd to make 
uſe of; that the Texts ycu alledge a- 


gainſt them as moſt clear, are not- 


withſtanding very doubtful and ob- 


ſcure. For theſe Reaſons, and others 


of this Kind, I am more diſſatisfied 
in chis Matter than I was at firſt, be- 
cauſe I perceive by your Letter, that 
nothing convincing can be urged a- 


gainſt chem, even by them that are 


moſt Learned, ſuch as you are. H you 
can and will pleaſe to take upon you 
the trouble of another Letter, to anſwer 
theſe my Scruples and Poubts, you will 
add thereby much more ſtrength to the 
many Obligations wherein you have 
already bound, 


SIX, 
Tour much obliged — 


Poſtſcript. 


— — 


— — 


——_. mad A. 


— 


Poſtſcript. 


SIR, 


Had no ſooner finiſh'd my Letter, 
but you were pleaſed to ſend me 
another, which is an Anſwer to 

2 Letter you received from an un- 
Known Gentleman, propoſing fome 
Objections againſt your former Letter. 
My Gentleman hearing of it, came to 
give me a Viſit, and when he had read 
this your ſecond Letter, he made his 


Exceptions to two or three Paſſages in 


it. | 

r. You ſay, By Perſonality, I mean 
that Diſtinction ( whatever it be) whereby 
the Three are diſtinguiſhed ; but what that 
is, I do not pretend to determines. Aud 


if I ſhould gueſs, for it will be but gueſſing, 
& 


c. 
Now (faith he) our Saviour in the 
Holy Scripture tells us plainly, This i 
.ife Eternal, that they might nom thee 
(Father) tbe only true God, and Feſts 
Chriſt whom thou baſt ſent, Joha 19. 3. 
Do nor theſe Names and Cliaracters 
diſtinguiſh the one from the other? 


Does any thing diſtinguiſh Two Per- 


fons more fully, than that the one is 
Father ro the other, and the other 
his Son? The one prayeth, the other 
is prayed unto. The one is not only 
God, but the only true God; the o- 


ther is he whom the Father, the only 


God and Mofes. | 


true God hath ſent: and he that is ſene 
8 the Name of that Man 
who was the Son ot the Virgin Mary; 
and the Name Chrift ſigniſies, that he 
was anointed with the Holy Ghoſt and 
wer, for the rmance of char 
Office of ſaving Men from their Sins, 
whereunto he was ſent by the only true 
God his Father. I challenge the 
_— Doctor, it th 1 
ctor at (if there be an 
more 4 he? ro ſhe me 4 
clearer or plainer Diſtit ction between 
So that Dr. Wallis not pretending 
to determine the Diſtinction between 
God the Sender, and Jeſus Chriſt the 
Sent, but calling that Determination 


Gueſſing, is in effect to deny the Autho- 


rity of Chriſt's Words, and to call his 
clear and. full determiuation of. that 
which we are to know for obtaining 
the Eternal Life, Gueſſing. 

In his next Paragraph, ſpeaking of 
the fame Matter, he Complements. 
ſome Body, craving leave to be ignorant 
of what the Scripture doth. not tell bby, 
Now if I did not conſider the” vaſt. 
pouey Prejudice and long Prepoſſeſ- 
jon have over Mens Minds, I ſhould- 
determine the Doctor to be wilfully- 


blind : But it's plain, he bears falſe. + 


Wiracls againſt our Lord, and the Holy 


(74) 
Scripture, whilſt he ſays the Scripture to deny, that the r 2 e- 
him. and. every Woman, chat can hut to f ng in Dr, . Mag. 


fo muc ir 
read it. 


Da 
| Then — came to your further ex- 
The following Paragraph is Of the - plaining the parallel of the Cube:z 
damnatory SENTENCES in the wig on pen y be (aid of it, 
Athanaſian Creed, tn Th 2 a Cube, and ſo, 
to be annexed only to Us. this which is high is 
wa) ; ; 3 wed (faith he) he thar 
and Incarnation of Chri | Ayr, This long Thing is a Cube, doth in 
he excepted thus: This Creed 75 ſo ſayi ee , is broad 
made . ſeems to the 2 and conſequentiy in Parallel 
amdreds of Yearsafterche Ape a Thr Perky 
which comains all Gener: e She he took notice of 
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Whether Trinity or Unity more dangerous ?: 


HE Trinitarians and Unitarians God, as well in Perſon as Effence, that 
agree that there is but one God they do nor acknowledg, beſides that 
moſt High : they both agree that the One, two more Perſons CY 
God and Father of our Lord Jeſus God, as well as that One, whom 4 
Chriſt is that God moſt High. They dif- Parties agree to be ſo: that is, they 
fer in this, that Jeſus before- he was a. err in not acknowledging two unneceſ- 
Nan and from Eternity, and alſo the Ho- fary Perſons in God, but holding that 
oo as diſtin& Perſons from God the God and Father of Chriſt is God 
che Father, were and are each of them alone, only neceſſary and all- ſufficient. 
as perfectly God moſt High as the Fa- If the Trinitarians — 
F againſt the common Reaſon 
Eternal, All-knowing, only Wiſe, only kind, and - moſt plain and expreſs 
Good, Infinite, &c. equal to the Fa-. Scriptures, which aſſert that God is 
ther. The Trinitarians aſſert theſe One, or that there is bur one Supreani 
things, the Unitarians deny them. God, and always ſpeak of him as one 
The Queſtion hereupon is, Which of only Perſon. If che” Unitarians err, 
£ theſe Parties are in the moſt dangerous they err againſt che doubtful Senſe of 
; Error, ſuppoſing them to be in Error, ſome obſcure Texts, which more fairly . . 
| now the one, now the other ? * admit of another Interpretation 4 
If the -Trinitarians err, they worſhip. ſtent with the Unity of the Perſon of. . 
two Perſons in God equal to one that God. . 
is undoubtedly God, that is, they wor- 
ſhip three Alwighty and only Wiſe In ſhore, the n is, Whether 
Perſons, which are not diſtinguiſhable the Term God includes only one Per- 
from three moſt High Gods. | ſon, or three Perſons? one Almighty  _ .. 
If the Unitarians err, they avoid Perſon, or three diſtin Almighty 7 
that Error of worſhipping three Perſops. Perſons ? And whether the former or 
which they cannot diſtinguiſh from the latter is the more dangerous 
three Gods; bur their Error lies in Error, which ſoever is found an Er- 


1 


holding ſo. ſtrialy to the Oneneſs of ror? 
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